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BINDING A LIBRARIAN'S VIEW
There are two valid reasons for binding serials: preservation and
convenience. Other reasons may be given or may be apparent at times, such as
the prestige derived from a complete bound run of a particular title, or inertia
which allows continued binding of unneeded materials rather than weeding
out copies and titles no longer within the scope of a .collection. In most of
the larger libraries there probably are examples of binding for both of these
reasons, and others also; but, for the most part, the majority of our serials are
working stock, not show stock, and they must earn their care and space. Most
of what is bound is done so in order to preserve it for future use and to make
it more convenient for present use.
By preservation I really mean two things; and, although I was taught
that one should not use a word in its own definition, I really must use the
word preservation again in defining it here. We must simultaneously preserve
materials on two levels or fronts. On the one hand I mean preservation in the
sense of keeping or saving from harm, but in its second and more specific
meaning, I would like to link preservation to the word permanent as it is used
by the paper chemists and book conservators. Permanent paper is paper which
is so chemically constituted that it will retain the major part of its original
strength and other attributes over a long period of time 300 years or more.
Papers with this capability are made of well-purified cellulose fibers held in a
solution which is nearly neutral or slightly alkaline, which tests very near a pH
of 7 on the chemists' scale for measuring acidity or alkalinity. Paper of this
kind will last a long time, especially when it contains small amounts of a mild
alkaline compound which will buffer acid compounds deriving from the
atmosphere, ink or other sources. Materials printed on such papers must be
bound to take advantage of this.
But it is not enough to make paper which can last for 300 or more
years. Permanent paper is not necessarily capable of withstanding mechanical
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action any more than non-permanent paper. We can wear out any paper unless
it is protected from unneeded and heedless wear and this gets us back to the
regular meaning of preservation. One of the differences between permanent
and non-permanent paper is that after a period of time permanent paper can
still take normal use or withstand normal folding and manipulation while
non-permanent paper can take normal wear and tear for only a comparatively
short time, after which it becomes weak and brittle. This is why we have so
much unbindable, and potentially unbindable, material on our shelves. The
chief cause of the problem is the use of chemicals in the manufacture of the
paper which either are acidic or become acidic in time and thus break down
the cellulose fibers causing weakness and eventual decomposition. Because of
this link between the chemical and physical qualities, papers expected to
survive for long periods of time usually are described by a compounding of
the adjectives permanent and durable, so that they are described as
permanent/durable with one of these terms on either side of the diagonal.
Binding in order to preserve materials for use in the distant future must
recognize this combination and purposely aim at protecting both the chemical
and physical qualities of paper. This is why I wish to link the ideas of
preservation and permanence, for' we must bind in such a way that we do not
undo what the papermaker did in making paper permanent. We must not
introduce materials from which acid can migrate into non-acid paper and
weaken it. Binding must be a true preservation practice.
In much the same way, I would like to link the protection side of
binding to the idea of durability in paper. Binding must do those things which
foster the continuing physical strength of paper. This is the traditional role of
a binding. The binding is there to absorb or buffer the physical beating which
books take as they are read, shelved, dropped, hauled on back seats or floors
of cars and on the carriers of motorcycles, caught in sprinkles of rain, used as
props for doors and windows and all the other things, normal and otherwise,
which may and do occur to the volumes in our collections.
In terms of binding then, preservation has two interrelated levels.
Binding must preserve the chemical qualities of paper which make it
permanent and it must protect it from all kinds of wear and tear from the
outside in order that the paper of the contents can serve its purpose as the
carrier of the printed word.
Since I have been involved in binding, I have become an ever more
enthusiastic proponent of the doctrine that binding is the first line in the
adequate protection and preservation of our collections. This is both because
of what I have learned about paper permanence and durability from the
publications of William J. Barrow and others who have been teaching us and
leading us in this direction, and also because of what I have seen.
In the binding division, in addition to the current unbound serials and
new paperback books which stream in by the thousands, we see a smaller but
constant stream of older, used, and worn volumes which are sent for
rebinding. We find among these, of course, many which were printed on paper
which has not proved to be permanent. These we have to cope with, to
salvage, to handle as best we can. We even give up on some of them. But
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there are others which come to us for rebinding which were printed on paper
which has proved to be at least somewhat permanent in that it still is strong
enough to be able to take normal use. The most outstanding of these, I
think the ones which show best what binding can do in a difficult
situation are those which come from the University of Illinois Chemistry
Library. Atmospheric pollution, especially that traceable to sulphur
compounds, has long been considered a major cause of deterioration of
bindings and paper, and Noyes Chemistry Laboratory which has housed the
Chemistry Library and major elements of the Chemistry and Chemical
Engineering Departments has for many years contained one of the most
polluted atmospheres, at least as measured by the human nose and eyes. My
own experience with its foul smell and nose and eye burning capacity goes
back twenty-two years to the days when I sat in its auditorium for lectures in
freshman chemistry courses. Out of this library, which was air-conditioned
only about five years ago, come some serials which were bound many years
ago in which the contents are still sound, but which need rebinding now
primarily because the outer cover 'has worn out. Careful examination shows a
little more evidence of chemical penetration and discoloration, apparently
from the atmosphere, along the upper edges of pages than is found on the
fore edges and tails: but this is generally not especially serious. The binding
margins and sewing, a very critical area for us, show none of this. Page by
page examination of the contents shows, on a few pages, some spattering of
chemicals which apparently happened as pieces were in use in a laboratory.
The greatest wear is evident in the cases which are typically faded and worn
to shreds along the backs with very apparent evidence of heavy handling by
hands typically covered by perspiration and traces of accumulated chemicals.
The buckram, or its remains, in the hinge area is frequently about as strong as
a badly worn, but favorite old shirt, which gives way on a sticky, humid day.
These bindings have served their purpose, and served it quite well. The
volumes they protected so well are easily rebound for us on the old sewing
and returned to use.
In contrast are those older materials which have not been so protected.
They come from many places backfiles of serials put together by used book
dealers, incomplete volumes left on the shelf for years in the hope of their
being completed, duplicates dredged up from another library's basement or
attic, or a similar private repository. Some have kept well and are easily
bound. Others are bindable if special mending and sewing are used. Others are
not bindable.
If protection and preservation alone could be our aim, binding might
carry with it less emotional impact than it does, since then the problems of
uniformity of color and lettering might be less important than they are. If
binding had only to provide the proper environment for the paper of the
contents and prevent the mechanical damage inherent in any use of library
materials, then ideally materials would be tested routinely and deacidification
and buffering of the paper in those needing it could be done on an
inexpensive and mass production basis so that their chemical balance and
permanence would be assured. We could then build bindings of a nature
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suitable to enhance their long usefulness. Such a binding could be plain,
sturdy, of a standard design and color, identical from piece to piece a.id title
to title except for size, which would have to be adjusted to each volume.
Since the binder must provide for cover color and lettering, he can, and
must, relate his knowledge of paper chemistry to binding practices in order to
improve on what he is doing. I want to try to do this now with the Standard
for Library Binding of the Library Binding Institute (LBI) because this is the
basic standard behind much of the binding done for American libraries, the
so-called class A library binding. There is a great deal to be said for binding
under this standard. As it has evolved over the years, it has provided libraries
with a basic document on which to base binding programs and it also has
provided a point of departure in formulating varying specifications which have
been useful in particular situations, and it, of course, provides a basis for
bindings which are standard in many respects even though they are not
necessarily uniform, especially in appearance. Bindings fabricated according to
its provisions are strong, durable and capable of taking a great deal of wear
and tear.
This standard has been criticized both constructively and destructively
from time to time on a number of counts. Most of the constructive criticism
is summed up quite well in the little publication entitled Development of
Performance Standards for Library Binding, Phase I issued by the Library
Technology Project in 1961. Other good critiques appear in the journal
literature (see Additional References).
One aspect of it, not discussed to my knowledge to any degree
anywhere in the literature, is the consideration of the relationship of the pH
of paper and other binding components to the ability of bindings to perform
as desired and needed. The edition published in 1958 contained provisions
relating to the pH of two of three classes of acceptable cover fabrics. These
fabrics were pyroxylin-impregnated buckram and pyroxylin-coated drill, which
is a lighter weight fabric than buckram. The statement regarding pH was the
same for each fabric and reads as follows: "The pH value, as determined by
standard methods, shall be not less than 6.5 and not more than 7.5, but in
the case of 'acid dyes' it shall be not less than 6.0.
The edition issued in 1963 reduced the number of fabrics permitted for
use to one, pyroxylin-impregnated buckram, and included the same statement
regarding pH which was in the earlier edition. However, in copies of the
1963 edition of the standard which was revised in 1965 the section
describing cover materials is quite different in content from its counterpart in
the unrevised 1963 edition, and includes no mention of pH or of acceptable
degrees of acidity or basicity for binding cloth.
This means the disappearance of the only pH requirement which we
have had on an industry- or library-wide basis. Its occurrence at this time is a
cause for alarm, for the last decade has been a time of growing awareness and
knowledge of the importance of pH and paper permanence. The person best
known and most responsible for this was William J. Barrow. He did not
discover acid paper or its cure or its prevention, but he did confirm the work
of others. Furthermore, he was successful with the aid of the Council on
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Library Resources, in explaining it to the library world. We have been treated
to a succession of definitive reports from his laboratory, reports which have
been both widely distributed and widely discussed in the profession.
I do not know why this apparently backward step in the evolution of
library bindings was made, but it has extended even further than the changes
in the LBI Standard. In March 1967, the University of Illinois Library at
Urbana-Champaign received from the National Bureau of Standards copies of a
proposed revision of the commercial standard for book cloths, including
buckrams and impregnated fabrics, with a form letter inviting our comments
upon the revision and a blank form for recording our reaction. We compared
the revised standard with our then current specifications and noted a variety
of differences including the absence of any pH requirement. In a note
included on our response sheet we questioned this omission and pointed out
the importance of the pH factor. From Mamie Hardy, Technical Standards
Coordinator, Product Standards Section, Office of Engineering Standards
Services of the Bureau of Standards, came a reply. She described the
deletion in the 1965 version of the 1963 edition and indicated that she had
taken up the matter of pH with a representative of the general services
administration who had indicated to her that, while pH was of importance
with paper, it was not important with binding fabrics.
Our present specifications contain nothing about pH. However, we have
been discussing with the binder the possibility of instituting the use of
acid-free end papers in our bindings. Our interest in this was renewed at the
1969 Conference of the Graduate Library School of the University of Chicago
which dealt with the permanence and durability of library materials, and the
portents are that we shall indeed have permanent/durable end papers in the
near future.
A consideration of binding standards is not complete today without
inclusion of the "Provisional Minimum Performance Standards for Binding
Used in Libraries' introduced in 1966 by the Library Technology Project.
This standard is still new and neither binders nor librarians have much
experience in using it. By design it is intended not to limit its users to
particular materials or techniques, but to leave them free to design bindings to
perform in a particular way or to fulfill particular needs. This standard puts us
in a position of having to decide what we want a binding to do.
If our concern with permanence and durability, preservation and
protection, acid versus alkaline papers, strengths and weaknesses of binding
standards and the decisions to be made in formulating binding specifications
seem to have carried us out of the library into the laboratories of chemists
and physicists, I can only warn that these next paragraphs will not necessarily
return us to the familiar.
If we take seriously the American library's traditional policy of
attempting to serve the needs of library users, to render practical services first
and worry about other matters later, then we have but one answer to the
question, "For whose convenience do we bind serials, or any printed material
in a library?" If we take the usual answer to this question seriously and
assume that the reader's convenience is paramount, then the best way of
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serving him, in so far as most serial material is concerned, would be to have
each article in our holdings available separately from all the others. Such a
single article approach would preclude the unhappy situation which arises
when a bound volume is out to a patron and is badly needed by another for a
different part of the contents. It would also prevent the absence of the whole
volume for binding at the very time its contents are probably most useful and
most sought after. There is nothing really very new or novel in the idea of
issuing separate articles. Were it new, we would probably call them
mini-monographs in this mini-minded time in history; but they have long been
known as pamphlets. It is my understanding of the history of publishing that
the difficulties in economically disseminating such separate short writings
resolved themselves in the magazine format. The rise of science and
technology with their need for the timely short article to report new
observations and developments undoubtedly helped hasten the growth of
serials together with the complex of auxiliaries for their use i.e., indexing
services, abstracts, union lists, etc. which are familiar to us and which we
accept as a part of the working apparatus as much as we do serials. It is
perhaps ironic that many of these aids to serial use are also serials.
Further, librarians, aided and abetted by the publishers of serials who
issue title pages, contents sheets, and indexes which give their magazines much
of the appearance of books, have bound them up so they look even more like
books. The use of titles, subtitles, series designations, volume numbers, dates,
parts, pages, and other bits of information on the spines add to this illusion
even though they are there as aids to the user hunting the issue containing the
article or articles he is interested in finding. This is an oversimplified sketch of
the way we arrived where we are today, saying and thinking that we are
serving the needs of our patrons. But is it not more nearly true that we bind
for two groups of users? There are the patrons, whose interest is in finding
the information they need. They do not care for the most part, about the
completeness of the library's file of a title, or its condition, so long as they
find what they need.
Then there are library staff. They use serials too; and, although there are
exceptions, most of their use is aimed at making materials available to other
users. These are the people who are responsible for and who care for the
collections.
Binding has been and continues to be one of the chief techniques a
library staff uses to keep serials together in a logical and usable order as well
as the chief technique used to keep them intact and to protect them from
damage. We have learned, some of us to our sorrow, that it is sometimes best
to deprive users temporarily of materials while they are away for binding in
order to assure that they will be available over a longer period.
From the point of view of most librarians, the single article approach is
not very practical. Most libraries and most library staffs are inundated with
materials as it is, and the thought of trying to manage collections in the form
of countless separate articles with all the record keeping, all the problems of
organizing, filing and shelving which would accrue have simply been too much
to contemplate. These factors have worked against our taking magazines apart
just as they brought magazines into being in the first place.
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Now that I have played the advocate for both sides of this question,
you may have guessed that my sympathy is divided. We have not given the
reader what he really wants; and, until the copying machine came along, it
was not possible to do so in any practical way. We now have some of the best
of both worlds. With the machines at hand in many libraries, and with
affluent readers willing to pour their nickles and dimes into the coin boxes,
many are obtaining their own copies of articles, chapters, and even whole
publications; and libraries still have the comparative security of their bound
volumes. The machines have brought with them their own type of wear and
tear on the volumes from which copying is done. I take this as additional
evidence that we need greater variety and flexibility in our binding
specifications in order to obtain volumes which actually do meet our needs.
What one may think of the convenience aspect of serial binding may
depend upon whether or not one is in the role of library patron or in the role
of librarian. The convenience of the reader is probably best served by what
was termed the single article approach. This, however, is not and has not been
a very practical approach for library staffs, whose personnel are responsible for
maintaining collections in usable condition. There is continual tension in this
area, which the copying machine may be resolving to the advantage of both
sides.
These two reasons, or sets of conditions, are the focus of the work of
serials binding. Where are we going? What are the new developments in the
field? What can we look forward to in the future? These and other questions
related to them are our next consideration.
We should see two things occurring with regard to binding specifications.
First, we shall begin to include in our local adaptation of the LBI Standard
provisions aimed at assuring the permanence of the materials used in bindings.
As it now stands, this standard assures the use of materials which initially are
durable, and it will not be especially difficult to include provisions for
bringing the pH of some of the components, notably end papers, boards and
inlay paper within the recommended pH range because acid free, permanent
papers and paper products are on the market. This availability will increase.
Glues which fall within the recommended pH range should not be too
difficult to specify either. But back lining cloth, thread, and binding fabrics,
including buckram, may present more difficulty. This points to the need for a
program of research, testing and publication aimed at developing or
identifying products of known permanence and durability. To date much of
the work of this type has been oriented to other library needs and has
produced paper and paper products including catalog card stock, acid free
kraft paper for use in envelopes for archival storage and similar stock for use
in archival file folders, as well as permanent/durable paper for printing. Some
work was done on polyvinyl acetate glues by Barrow and was published in
Permanence/Durability and the Book-IV; Polyvinyl Acetate (PVA) Adhesives
for Use in Library Bookbinding. I have not found in the literature work in
this area relating to binding cloths, back lining cloths, and thread.
The second thing we should note in the near future are the pioneering
use of Library Technology Project performance standards. A number of
avenues are open to those of us who wish to experiment in our binding
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programs. One of these is the use of this standard to serve as the basis for
binding serial materials which we presently tend to over-bind in the sense that
the probable use of the materials is not going to be great enough to demand
the heavy buckram and boards normally used in class A bindings. Some of
this material is such that it should be available for moderate or light use for
many years; and it seems that this is a good place to start devising lighter and
possibly less expensive bindings which at the same time measure up to high
standards of permanence and durability.
The open and nonrestrictive nature of the performance standard should
make it quite easy to use as basis for bindings of a variety of kinds suited to
materials and to libraries with widely varying needs. But the anticipated use
levels and anticipated time the materials are to be retained must be clearly
understood and stated so that materials with the proper qualities may be
selected and used and so that librarians observing them in use will know their
capabilities.
Another avenue open under the performance standard is the use of
alternate methods of fastening pages together. By this I mean the use of new
sewing and gluing techniques. The new Smythe-Cheat sewing machine
promises sewn volumes using less margin and giving greater flexibility in
opening than does machine oversewing. Likewise, the use of adhesives in
perfect or glued bindings which have worked well for a number of years in
the binding of paper-backed books, offers much promise. It has not been used
extensively in binding serials because the weight of serial volumes and the
extensive use of coated papers in them have been too much for the glues
available; however, the development of glues which penetrate deeply into
paper fibers and at the same time retain their plasticity for many years give
promise of overcoming these limitations. The greater ease of opening provided
by more flexible sewing and gluing should improve the performance of
bindings on copying machines.
That the problem of deterioration of paper is now widely recognized
bodes well for the future in the area of paper. We shall see an increase in the
use of permanent and durable papers by publishers. Its use to date, however,
in periodical publishing has lagged behind that in monograph publishing. This
is an area where we can work, both individually and as a profession, to
encourage publishers.
Nor is the outlook all bad insofar as the volumes on our shelves are
concerned. True, we still have our holdings on papers of unknown quality, too
much of which is poor rather than otherwise. However there was much hope
evident in the Chicago meeting in the report by Richard Smith of his efforts
to develop a practical and economical method for the deacidification of
bound materials. A successful basic technique exists. The need now is for the
development of equipment to implement Smith's processes on a commercial
basis. I can conceive of the emergence within a few years of commercial
deacidification services, possibly in conjunction with central processing
centers, large jobbers, large library binders, or some combination of these.
This would permit both the deacidification of doubtful materials at the time
they are received into a library system and also would permit us to screen our
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collections and work on those parts for which deacidification can assure
longer usefulness.
In connection with existing paper stocks, convenient and simple ways of
testing paper for the presence of acid and acid causing materials have been
developed. These are reported in Permanence-Durability of the Book-VI; Spot
Testing for Unstable Modern Book and Record Papers* issued in 1969 by the
W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory. The tests described can be performed
readily in a library workroom, office or stack area and require the removal of
approximately four square inches of paper from the materials to be tested.
There are four tests designed to indicate the presence of groundwood, indicate
pH, indicate the presence of alum and indicate the presence of alum-rosin size.
We may in the future see developments which will involve materials and
techniques quite different from those presently in use. I anticipate such
developments because the greater part of present binding costs are labor
charges, and the most logical way to keep binding charges from increasing too
rapidly is to decrease the amount of labor required in the fabrication of
bindings. The glued bindings now being used on separates are a development
along this line, and the performance standard leaves the way open for binders
and librarians to experiment with both new methods and new materials.
I will not be surprised if there is not a basic change in the binding case.
The construction of cases using boards, buckram and paper applied one to the
other, largely by hand, is traditional and expensive. In this era of rapid
technological development we may see the introduction of some sort of one
piece case which folds around the contents and is attached to them to provide
external protection.
These are a few of the things which are under development or which
may happen. The ever increasing output of published materials, some hints in
the literature of greater ease of access to serials, and increasing numbers of
persons interested in using library collections all point to continued heavy use
of the materials and to the continuing need for their being kept and
maintained in usable and accessible condition.
Running through the literature on binding is a theme with a number of
variations, the central idea of which is standardization. This can be traced
back many years, at least to the publication by ALA in 1915 of a little
handbook entitled Binding for Libraries.
1 The LBI Standard is one of the
chief products of this movement. I do not want to recount the developments
in binding standards, but I do want to indicate how standardization has
influenced the binding program of the library of the University of Illinois in
Urbana-Champaign, especially in recent years. Our special involvement begins
with a speech made by Ernst Hertzberg before the Serials Section of ALA.
11
In this paper, Hertzberg lays the groundwork for all the standardizing in
which his firm has taken a lead in the last two decades. He pointed out four
areas in the binding process in which standardization would be to the
advantage of both libraries and binders. The advantage accruing to libraries
would be in lower binding costs and to binders in simplified work procedures.
The four areas were trim size, lettering, collating and color. All had to
do primarily with appearance and all were areas where the patterns were
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almost as numerous as the libraries in a binder's account book. This was the
beginning of standardization for Hertzberg. In 1955, at the mid-winter
meeting of ALA, Hertzberg's firm asked several of their customers to attend a
meeting at which the criterion binding plan was introduced. In this plan,
volumes were to be bound as indicated by the binder. Materials and
workmanship were in accordance with class A standards; but additional
standard procedures adopted included the binding in of all covers and
advertisements, prescribed binding color and lettering, and a standard trim
size. There were included specific ways of treating indexes, title pages,
contents sheets, and supplements, and there was provision for hand sewing
when needed. At the beginning the program included fifty titles, but within a
year it had grown to seven hundred. At one point the program included
approximately one thousand titles, and by 1966 it had dropped back to about
five hundred, at which point it remains. This was a proving ground for
standardization of features not covered by the LBI Standard.
By 1963 Hertzberg was ready to begin using their broader and more
inclusive Standard Lettering Plan within the bindery. This is a program which
applies to virtually all serial titles in much the same way Criterion applies to
its special list. Fewer features are prescribed by the bindery than in the earlier
program, but it does include the binding in of all ads and covers, includes a
more or less consistent internal arrangement, a predetermined pattern for
stamping lettering, and a uniform trim size. The entry or title, together with
codes indicating the type size and placement of stamping on spines, the trim
size, and a plate number are embossed on steel addressograph plates. The plate
numbers are unique and are used to arrange the plates in sequence
alphabetically.
Initially it was planned to sell sets of plates to libraries using the system;
however, their expense, weight, the necessity of a machine to use them, and
problems in distribution and storage all combined in the eventual provision of
card files of impressions of the plates. By late 1965, sets of approximately
seventeen thousand cards were ready for distribution to interested customers.
The University of Illinois Library (Urbana) decided to adopt the program for
the following reasons:
1) it would save time and increase our productivity,
2) it would give us greater consistency in the stamping on finished
volumes,
3) in the event of a change of binders we would not be dependent upon
rub offs, but on the card file, and
4) it could be incorporated into machine-readable records without
difficulty.
We decided that the most practical way for us to use the system, which
we early dubbed SLP for Standard Lettering Plan, was to incorporate the
binder's card file into our file of binding records which are also maintained on
3x5 inch cards filed in shelflist sequence. The problem was getting the
alphabetical file of SLP cards matched up with our file in Dewey number
order. This involved a rather grand search for call numbers using the library's
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Periodical Holdings List, the central serial record, and the main card catalog.
We also determined that it would be a useful thing to have a file of the SLP
cards remain in alphabetical order to serve as an alphabetical index of the
system within the binding division. We stretched the time of searching, typing
call numbers, rearranging and filing cards into our binding records over a
period of several months, but actually did most of the work in six or eight
weeks. During this time we also redesigned our binding ticket to make it
suitable for use with the coded plates, and at the end of May 1966, we
initiated the new system.
After the first two weeks, the system was working quite well; and after
the initial four weeks, I could not have forced the staff back to the old way
had I wanted to try. We have now been using the scheme for about three and
one half years. On July 1, 1969, we ceased using Criterion and now have all
our serials on the Standard Plan. It works well in the ways we thought it
would, and it has provided some added bonuses. Not only have we increased
productivity, cut errors traceable to our typing, achieved greater consistency in
the finished product, and reduced revision time to practically nothing; but
also we have found that we can train new staff to use the new system much
more rapidly and much more effectively than the old system. Formerly a new
binding clerk's training period seemed to take up to six months. Eight weeks
now seems to be enough, and a number of clerks have learned enough of the
system in much less time to work effectively and efficiently.
References
1. Library Binding Institute. Standard for Library Binding. 4th rev. ed.
Boston, Library Binding Institute, 1963.
2. Development of Performance Standards for Library Binding, Phase I
(LTP Publications, No. 2). Chicago, Library Technology Project, ALA, 1961.
3. Library Binding Institute. Standard for Library Binding. Boston,
Library Binding Institute, 1958, pp. 7-8.
4. Library Binding Institute. Standard for Library Binding. 4th rev. ed.,
op. cit. p. 37.
5. "Recommended Revision of CS57-40, Fabrics for Book Covers.
TS-113." Feb. 27, 1967. (Processed.)
6. Letter from Mamie Hardy, Technical Standards Coordinator, Project
Standards Section, National Bureau of Standards, dated April 11, 1967.
7. American Library Association. Library Technology Project.
Development of Performance Standards for Binding Use in Libraries. Phase II;
Report on a Study Conducted by Library Technology Project (LTP
Publications, No. 10). Chicago, Library Technology Project, ALA, 1966, pp.
1-10.
8. W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory. Permanence/Durability of the
Book-IV; Polyvinyl Acetate (PVA) Adhesives for Use in Library Bookbinding.
Richmond, Va., W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory, 1965.
106 WILLIAM T HENDERSON
9. W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory. PermanenceIDurability of the
Book- VI; Spot Testing for Unstable Modern Book and Record Papers.
Richmond, Va., W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory, 1969.
10. American Library Association. Committee on Bookbinding. Binding
for Libraries (Library Handbook No. 5). 2d rev. ed. Chicago, ALA Publishing
Board, 1915.
11. Hertzberg, Ernst. "The Bindery Industry," Serial Slants, 1:10-19,
July 1950.
Additional References
American Library Association, Library Technology Project. Development
of Performance Standards for Library Binding, Phase I; Reports of the Survey
Team. April 1961 (LTP Publications No. 2). Chicago, Library Technology
Project, ALA, 1961.
Bunn, R. M. "Binding of Periodicals in the National Lending Library,"
Journal of Documentation, 18:20-24, March 1962.
Cutter, Charles. "Restoration of Paper Documents and Manuscripts,"
College & Research Libraries, 28:387-97, Nov. 1967.
Grove, Lee E. "Predictability of Permanence in Perfect Library
Bindings," College & Research Libraries, 22:341-44, Sept. 1961.
Hertzberg-New Method, Inc. HNM Criterion; List of Titles Available in
the New Criterion Standard Binding. Jacksonville, Illinois, Hertzberg-New
Method, Inc., Dec. 1955.
Hertzberg-New Method, Inc. "Presentation of the New Criterion
Standardized Periodical Bindings." Edgewater Beach Hotel, Chicago, Illinois,
Feb. 1, 1955. (Mimeographed.)
Library Binding Institute. Library Binding Handbook. Boston, Library
Binding Institute, 1963.
Melcher, Daniel and Shatzkin, Leonard. "Proposed Standards for Library
Bindings: What is Strong Enough?" Publishers' Weekly, 192:18-20, Dec. 11,
1967.
Osborn, Andrew D. Serial Publications, Their Place and Treatment in
Libraries. Chicago , ALA , 1955.
Peele, David A. "Bind or Film; Factors in the Decision," Library
Resources & Technical Services, 8:168-71, Spring 1964.
Roberts, Matt T. "Oversewing and the Problem of Book Preservation in
the Research Library," College & Research Libraries, 28: 17-24, Jan. 1967.
Schick, Frank L. "Bookbinding Problems and Promises: Steps toward a
Re-evaluation of Standards," Library Resources & Technical Services, 4:131-38,
Spring 1960.
Tauber, Maurice F. and associates. Technical Services in Libraries:
Acquisitions, Cataloging, Classification, Binding, Photographic Reproduction,
and Circulations Operations (Columbia University. Studies in Library Service,
No. 7). New York, Columbia University Press, 1954.
BINDING-A LIBRARIAN'S VIEW 107
U. S. National Bureau of Standards. Product Standards Section.
Recommended Revision of CS57-40, Fabrics for Book Covers. T.S.-223. Feb.
1967. (Processed.)
Virginia State Library. The Manufacture and Testing of Durable Book
Papers, Based upon the Investigations of W. J. Barrow (Virginia State Library
Publications, No. 13). Edited by Randolph W. Church. Richmond, Virginia
State Library, 1960.
W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory. Permanence/Durability of the
Book-V; Strength and Other Characteristics of Book Papers 1800-1899.
Richmond, W. J. Barrow Research Laboratory, 1967.
Williams, Gordon R. "The Librarian's Role in the Development of
Library Book Collections." In Chicago. University of Chicago Graduate
Library School. The Intellectual Foundations of Library Education. Don R.
Swanson, ed. Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1965, pp. 86-98.
